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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3 - 48, 50 and 51 filed on 
07/10/2008 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

In re page 15 applicant argues with respect to claim 1 that, Kuba et al. fails to 
teach or suggest a scenario file as claimed in the present application. Rather, Kuba et 
al. relates to an image recorder and file manager of the images recorded. Kuba et al. 
teaches that once the images are recorded, they can be stored and displayed by date, 
event, etc. However, Kuba et al. is silent about editing images once they are recorded 
according to a separately recorded scenario file. Moreover, while the Office Action 
states that Kuba et al. teaches a scenario file, the Action fails to specifically point out 
where in Kuba et al. such a scenario file is taught, but rather obtusely cites to columns 
31 -32 of the patent. 

In response examiner points out that applicant defines scenario files as being 
formed by recording a replay order or a replay condition of the image file with a 
predetermined file format, Ikeda et al (para 0019). Per this definition scenario file as 
disclosed in Kuba et al is shown at (fig 60, col 31, lines 14-28 and col 32, lines 44 - 
67). However Kuba is silent about editing images once they are recorded according to 
a separately recorded scenario file. On the other hand Dwyer teaches an image display 
and archiving system having the capability of displaying thumbnails so that the user 
can edit the desired image files through an intuitive operation only on the thumbnail 



Application/Control Number: 10/718,557 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2621 

display (col 4, lines 50 - 62 and col 5, lines 19-50) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 , 3 - 6, 8 -1 1 , 1 3 - 24, 26, 29 - 48, 50 and 51 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kuba et al (US 5806072) as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Dwyer et al (US 5706457). 

Regarding claim 1, Kuba et al discloses an image editing apparatus (Fig. 56) 
having a recording medium (71 of Fig. 56, column 29, lines 47 - 50) for storing an 
image file and a scenario file, wherein the scenario file is formed by recording a replay 
order or a replay condition of the image file with a predetermined file format (fig 60, col 
31, lines 14-28 and col 32, lines 44 - 67) a scenario evaluating circuit (72 of Fig. 56, 
column 29, lines 48 to column 30 line 3); and an editor for editing the image file in 
response to an evaluation by the scenario evaluating circuit (72 of Fig. 56, column 32, 
lines 44-67). 

a recorder for recording the image file on the recording medium (70 of Fig. 56, 
column 32, lines 29-43) 
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However Kuba does not disclose thumbnail images are displayed on the display 
to represent image files and scenario files. 

On the other hand Dwyer teaches an image display and archiving system having 
the capability of displaying thumbnails so that the user can edit the desired image files 
through an intuitive operation only on the thumbnail display (col 4, lines 50 - 62 and col 
5, lines 19-50) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of displaying the thumbnails represent the image 
files as taught by Dwyer et al in the invention of Kuba et al in order to simplify the 
operation in editing the image files. 

Regarding claim 3, Kuba et al further discloses that the scenario file comprises 
at least one of a replaying speed of the image file, a number of repetitions for replaying 
the image file, a replay range of the image file, a special effect, and a replay of sound 
associated with the image file (column 32, lines 18-28). 

Regarding claim 4, Kuba et al further discloses wherein the scenario file includes 
identification data indicating if other scenario files are recorded as part of the scenario 
file (Fig. 60 and column 31, lines 14-28) and wherein the scenario evaluating circuit 
evaluates the replay order of the image files by following the corresponding scenario file 
in a hierarchical manner based on the identification data (Fig. 60, column 31, lines 14- 
28 and column 32, lines 44 - 67). 

Regarding claim 5, Kuba et al discloses a manual replay circuit for replaying the 
image files recorded in the recording medium according to an external replay operation 
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(74 of Fig. 56 and column 32, lines 44-67) and a first scenario editor that records a 
sequence of manual steps as a replay order or replay condition in the scenario file (72 
of Fig. 56 and column 32, lines 44-67). 

Regarding claim 6, Kuba et al discloses an edit input unit (74 of Fig. 56 and 
column 32, lines 44-67) for receiving the editing operation for the plurality of image files 
and a second scenario making editor for recording a replay order or replay condition as 
a scenario file based on the editing operation received from the editing input unit (72 of 
Fig. 56 and column 32, lines 44-67). 

Regarding claim 8, Kuba et al discloses wherein a replay mechanism replays 
image files taken from the recording medium according to the replay order or the replay 
condition evaluated by the scenario evaluating circuit (column 32, lines 44-67). 

Regarding claim 9, Kuba et al discloses wherein the recording medium further 
includes a first recording medium (column 31 , lines 5-1 3) for storing the image file and a 
second recording medium (column 31 , lines 5-13) for storing the scenario file. 

Regarding claim 10, Kuba et al discloses an image recording and editing 
apparatus (Fig. 56) having a camera (61-64 of Fig. 56); a recording medium (71 of Fig. 
56); a recorder (70 of Fig. 56) an image file representing an image acquired by the 
camera and stored on the recording medium by the recorder (column 32, lines 29-43); a 
scenario file stored on the recording medium (columns 31-32); a display (77 of Fig. 56); 
and a controller (72 of Fig. 56, column 32, lines 29-67) for controlling the display 
according to instructions stored in the scenario file and for controlling the recording of 
the images in the image file. 
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However Kuba does not disclose thumbnail images are displayed on the display 
to represent image files and scenario files. 

On the other hand Dwyer teaches an image display and archiving system having 
the capability of displaying thumbnails so that the user can edit the desired image files 
through an intuitive operation only on the thumbnail display (col 4, lines 50 - 62 and col 
5, lines 19-50) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of displaying the thumbnails represent the image 
files as taught by Dwyer et al in the invention of Kuba et al in order to simplify the 
operation in editing the image files. 

Regarding claim 11, Kuba et al discloses a lens (61 of Fig. 56) for forming the 
image in the camera and an imaging element (62-64 of Fig. 56) for converting the image 
into digital form. 

Regarding claim 13, Kuba et al discloses wherein the recorder includes a disk 
drive (column 22, lines 55-61). 

Regarding claim 14, Kuba et al discloses wherein the disk drive is an optical disk 
drive, and the recording medium is an optical recording medium (column 22, lines 55- 
61). 

Regarding claim 15, Kuba et al discloses wherein the controller is a 
microprocessor-based controller (72 of Fig. 56 and column 28, lines 53-67). 

Regarding claim 16, Kuba et al discloses a control panel interfacing with the 
controller (74 of Fig. 56). 
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Regarding claim 17, Kuba et al discloses an image compression/decompression 
circuit (68 of Fig. 56) for compressing/decompressing the images. 

Regarding claim 18, Kuba et al discloses a display driver (77 of Fig. 56) to drive 
the display. 

Regarding claim 19, Kuba et al discloses wherein the scenario file is formed by 
recording at least one of a replay order or a replay condition of the image file (column 
32, lines 44-67). 

Claim 20 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 3 above. 

Claim 21 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 4 above. 

Claim 22 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 5 above. 

Claim 23 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 24, Kuba et al further discloses wherein the controller resolves 
inconsistencies in the scenario file according to one of a predetermined priority order or 
an externally supplied instruction (column 32, lines 44-67). 

Regarding claim 26, Kuba et al further discloses external controls (74 of Fig. 56) 
for controlling display of images on the display, and wherein the controller further edits 
the image files in response to the external controls (column 32, lines 44-67). 

Claim 29 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 10 above. 

Regarding claim 30, Kuba et al discloses the step of capturing a plurality of 
images (61-64 of Fig. 56); storing the plurality of images on the recording medium (69- 
71 of Fig. 56); and creating a plurality of control instructions, wherein each of the 
plurality of image files has a corresponding control instruction (columns 31-32). 
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Regarding claim 31, Kuba et al further discloses the step of creating a plurality of 
scenario files, wherein each of the plurality of scenario files corresponds to at least one 
of the plurality of image files (columns 31-32). 

Regarding claim 32, Kuba et al discloses that the plurality of scenario files are 
constructed in a hierarchical manner (column 31 and column 1, lines 44-56). 

Regarding claim 33, Kuba et al discloses that the step of creating a scenario file 
and storing the scenario file on the recording medium (columns 31-32). 

Regarding claim 34, Kuba et al discloses the step of storing a plurality of 
instructions in the scenario file (columns 31-32). 

Regarding claim 35, Kuba et al further discloses the step of resolving possible 
inconsistencies between each one of the plurality of instructions in the scenario file 
(column 32, lines 44-67). 

Claim 36 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 33 above. 

Claim 37 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 10 above. 

Regarding claim 38, Kuba et al discloses wherein the recording medium is a 
magneto-optical recording medium (column 22, lines 55-61). 

Regarding claim 39, Kuba et al discloses wherein the step of storing the first 
image on a recording medium stores the image on a disk-shaped recording medium 
using a disk drive (column 22, lines 55-61 ). 

Regarding claim 40, Kuba et al discloses the step of compressing a digital 
representation of the first image (68 of Fig. 56). 
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Regarding claim 41, Kuba et al discloses wherein the step of creating the control 
instruction creates the control instruction in response to an external input (74 of Fig. 56 
and columns 31-32). 

Regarding claim 42, Kuba et al discloses wherein the step of creating the control 
instruction includes recalling an instruction from memory by a microprocessor (columns 
30-31). 

Regarding claim 43, Kuba et al discloses wherein the step of displaying the first 
image includes the step of decompressing a digital representation of the image stored 
as an image file on the recording medium (68 of Fig. 56). 

Regarding claim 44, Kuba et al discloses wherein the control instruction includes 
at least one of a replay, a delay, a special effect, or a replay order (column 32, lines 44- 
67). 

Regarding claim 45, Kuba et al discloses a memory (column 2, line 65 to column 
3, line 5, column 29, lines 7-15 and column 32, lines 29-43) for storing an image file 
including moving image data and a scenario file includes a reproduction start point and 
a reproduction end point of the moving image data of the image file an a reproducer for 
reproducing the moving image data in accordance with the reproduction start point and 
the reproduction end point (column 32, lines 44-67). 

Regarding claim 46, Kuba et al also discloses that the scenario file includes 
frame number information corresponding to the frame numbers of the moving image 
data (column 32). 
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Regarding claim 47, Kuba et al further discloses that the image file includes time 
stamp data, and the scenario file includes time information corresponding to the time 
stamp data (column 32, lines 44-67). 

Claim 48 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 3 and 45 above. 

Regarding claim 50, Kuba et al further discloses that a memory for storing 
moving image data, a reproduction start point of the moving image data, and a 
reproduction end point of the moving image data, (column 2, line 65 to column 3, line 5, 
column 29, lines 7-15 and column 32, lines 29-43) wherein the moving image data, the 

reproduction start point of the moving image data and the reproduction end point of the 
moving image data are stored in an image file, wherein the image file is stored in the 
memory (column 3, lines 29 - 39 and column 34, lines 11 - 31 ) 
a scenario file stored in the memory, wherein the scenario file includes at least one of a 
replaying speed of the image file, a number of repetitions for replaying the image file, a 
replay range of the image file, a special effect, and a replay of sound associated with 
the image file; (column 32, lines 18-28) and a reproducer for reproducing the moving 
image data in accordance with the reproduction start point and the reproduction end 
point (column 32, lines 44-67) 

Claim 51 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 45 above. 
4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kuba et al 
(US 5806072) in view of Dwyer et al (US 5706457) and further in view of Niida et al (US 
6002837). 

Regarding claim 7, Kuba et al and Dwyer et al disclose all the features of the 
instant invention as discussed in claim 1 above except for providing a corrector for 
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detecting an inconsistency when the plurality of image files is replayed along with the 
scenario file, and for correcting the inconsistency according to one of a predetermined 
priority order or an externally input correction instruction. 

Niida et al teaches an image reproducing apparatus (Fig. 2) having a corrector 
for detecting an inconsistency (drop out) when the plurality of image files is replayed 
and correcting the inconsistency according to one of a predetermined priority order or 
an external input correction instruction (Fig. 2 and column 4, line 33 to column 6, line 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the drop out correction circuit of Niida et al into the combined 
invention of Kuba et al and Dwyer et al in order to increase the quality of the 
reproducing video signal by correcting the drop out. 

5. Claims 1 2, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kuba et al (5806072) in view of Dwyer et al (US 5706457) and further in view of 
Kikuchi et al (5815160). 

Regarding claim 12, Kuba et al and Dwyer et al disclose all the features of the 
instant invention as discussed in claim 10 above except for providing a common data 
bus; a microprocessor connected to the common data bus; an image memory 
connected to the common data bus; a compress/decompression circuit connected to the 
common data bus; a display driver connected to the common data bus; and a disk drive 
connected to the common data bus. 

Kikuchi et al teaches a presentation system having a common data bus (system 
bus of Fig. 15) and various devices are connected to the common data bus (Fig. 15). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate capability of connecting electronic devices to the common data 
bus as taught by Kikuchi et al into the combined invention of Kuba et al and Dwyer et al 
in order to simplify the constructing of the apparatus. 

Claim 27 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 12 above. 

Regarding claim 28, Kuba et al discloses a plurality of image files (column 31) 
and a plurality of scenario files, wherein each image has a corresponding scenario file, 
and wherein the plurality of scenario files and the plurality of image files are arranged 
hierarchically (columns 31-32). 

6. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kuba et 
al (5806072) in view of Dwyer et al (US 5706457) and further in view of Suga et al 
(6192191). 

Regarding claim 25, Kuba et al and Dwyer et al disclose all the features of the 
instant invention except for providing that thumbnail images are displayed on the display 
to represent image files and scenario files. 

Suga et al teaches a recording medium having the capability of displaying 
thumbnails so that the user can edit the desired image files through an intuitive 
operation only on the thumbnail display screen (fig 1, col 7, line 42 to col 8, line 17) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of displaying the thumbnails represent the image 
files as taught by Suga et al in the combined invention of Kuba et al and Dwyer et al in 
order to simplify the operation in editing the image files. 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Syed Y. Hasan whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1082. The examiner can normally be reached on 9/8/5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

UV22/2008 



/Thai Tran/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



